Introduction
The work of Reynolds (1950) on Aloe L. in South Africa has proven remarkably robust; the circumscriptions for taxa he recognised have predominantly stood the test of time. Despite the subsequent synonymising of several well-known species and subordinate taxa (by inter alia, Glen & Hardy, 2000) , most of these have recently been reinstated (see for example Smith et al., 2012 on summer-flowering maculate aloes, and Klopper & Smith, 2010 on Aloe spectabilis Reynolds) .
A further such species requiring reinstatement is Aloe candelabrum A.Berger. We here clarify how this species, an apparent endemic of KwaZulu-Natal province in eastern South Africa, differs from Aloe ferox Mill., under which it was subsumed (Viljoen et al., 1996) . Following an assessment of the various features invoked as diagnostic by earlier authors to separate these species (Reynolds, 1950; Jeppe, 1969; Bornman & Hardy, 1971) , we conclude that both the name and concept for Aloe candelabrum warrant resurrection, albeit on an amended character set.
Differences between mature specimens of Aloe candelabrum and Aloe ferox
Aloe candelabrum is characterised by its tall [2-4(-8) to often recurved, deeply channelled leaves (Figure 1 ) that sometimes bear a few scattered spines on the lower surface, especially at the tip of the keel. The reddish to reddish-brown marginal teeth are pungent and ca. 3mm long ( Figure 2 ). The candelabrum-like inflorescence is 5-to 12-branched with erect, very dense, cylindrical, slightly acuminate racemes 50-80cm long, with the terminal raceme sometimes slightly longer than the lateral ones (Figures 1 and 3) . Flowers are scarlet, sometimes rose-pink, orange-red (Figure 4) to orange ( Figure 5 ), and ca. 32mm long, always with white inner segment tips (Figures 4 and 5) (Table 1) . Very rarely they are white (Figure 6) . The closest relative of Aloe candelabrum is Aloe ferox, both of which are included in Group 4B of A. sect. Pachydendron Haw. (Reynolds, 1950: 442) . This has been confirmed by HPLC analyses of leaf exudates that reveal similar profiles for anthrone and chromone derivatives (Viljoen et al., 1996) . Aloe ferox is a species very widely distributed in the southern and east-central parts of South Africa, as well as southern Lesotho. It is similarly distinguished by a tall [2-3(-5 )m] erect, unbranched stem with persistent dried leaves and a terminal rosette (Figure 7 ). The leaves of Aloe ferox are typically erect to erectly spreading (rarely up to 100cm), with marginal teeth of ca. 6mm long ( Figure 8 ) and both surfaces either smooth or with irregularly scattered, pungent spines. The lower surface bears a few spines in the median line near the apex (Figure 9 ). The candelabrum-like inflorescence is 5-to 8-branched (Figure 7) , generally with all racemes of approximately equal length, although one may be prominently taller. Flowers are mostly scarlet to orange, rarely white, and ca. 33mm long with the inner segments tips brown to deep brown (Figures 10 and 11 ), or at least more intensely coloured than the rest of the corolla. The inner tepal apices typically do not flare ( Figures  10 and 11) specimens presenting flowers dried very dark (with colour deepening perhaps heightened by pre-treatment with a petroleum product) that this character is indistinct. Reynolds (1950) considered leaf channelling to be more accentuated in A. candelabrum; our observations, however, reveal this to be a weakly supported character, as too is the prominence of elevation of the central raceme branch.
In the eastern parts of the Eastern Cape province and southern parts of KwaZulu-Natal, and from the Mtamvuna valley through to Ixopo, Aloe candelabrum and A. ferox seemingly intergrade. This is evidenced by some populations having plants with more erect leaves (Figures 12 and 13) or slightly recurved ones (Figure 14) , and A. ferox-like spines along both leaf margins and undersides ( Figure 15 ). We speculate that it is on this basis that Jeppe (1969) considered A. ferox to occur from south of Ixopo. However, within this southern KwaZulu-Natal region white perianth apices are always evident, an observation also noted by Viljoen et al. (1996) . Where the distribution ranges of related Aloe species meet, such intergradations are not uncommon, as noted for A. spectabilis (Klopper & Smith, 2010) .
In Aloe candelabrum the teeth on the leaf margins are quite short and stout, about 3mm long, and spaced 15-20mm apart (Figure 2) , while in A. ferox the teeth are generally larger and more prominent, up 6mm long, and often more closely spaced at 10-20mm distant (Figure 8 ).
Geographical distribution ranges of Aloe candelabrum and Aloe ferox
Both species are confined to either southern Africa (Aloe ferox) or South Africa (Aloe candelabrum), with Aloe ferox predominating in the Western and Eastern Cape provinces of South Africa, extending northwestwards into the Free State province, as well as southern Lesotho. It does not occur in KwaZulu-Natal, and no specimens are known from the Northern Cape province, even though it occurs close by the juncture of that territory with both the Western and Eastern Cape provinces (Figure 16 ).
Aloe candelabrum, on the other hand, is confined to southeast-central KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa, where it is more or less restricted to the northern and western aspects of valleys of all river systems from the Mtamvuna northwards to the Mngeni. This species in its typical form is a particularly prominent component of the landscape of the Mkomazi River system, and those to the north. The entire distribution range of Aloe candelabrum falls within the Maputoland-Pondoland Region of Endemism on the eastern seaboard of South Africa (Van Wyk & Smith, 2001) . Along the actual KwaZulu-Natal coastline, Aloe candelabrum is replaced by Aloe thraskii Baker, which is also a robust, tall-stemmed species, albeit with shorter, more dense inflorescences. Within the range of A. ferox in the Eastern Cape, from north of Port Elizabeth to near Humansdorp, Aloe africana Mill. occupies a com- [NH] ) locates a tree-like aloe with white tepal tips in the extreme north of the Eastern Cape province, near Mbizana, on a ridge above the Mtamvuna River at an altitude of 640m. The colony from which the specimen (comprising a raceme branch only) was gathered in 1996 was recorded as a mixture of orange, red and whiteflowered plants. As the original collecting label indicates that the flowers were from a white-flowering plant, we are unable to determine whether this material represents A. ferox or A. candelabrum. Until the colony is revisited and assessed, we deem A. candelabrum to be documented only from KwaZulu-Natal province; it is though highly likely to occur to the immediate south in Eastern Cape province. Albinistic blooms such as those noted at Mbizana are seldom reported for A. candelabrum, but have been observed both at Izingolweni and Ashburton (Figures 6 and 17) , in the south and the northwest of its range, respectively.
Taxonomy of Aloe candelabrum
The name Aloe candelabrum A.Berger is listed as an illegitimate name (nom. illeg.) in databases such as The Plant List (http://www.theplant list.org/). This originates from a wrong entry in Index Kewensis for Aloe candelabrum Tod. in Hortus Botanicus Panormitanus: 46 (1876) that has been taken up in IPNI (http://www.ipni.org/). As both names [Aloe candelabrum Tod. (1876) and Aloe candelabrum A. Berger (1906) ] are listed in IPNI, and the former is regarded as having priority, Berger's name appears to be an illegitimate later homonym (Reynolds, 1950) and has been treated as such by some authors (e.g. Govaerts, 2016) . However, in Todaro (1876 Todaro ( -1878 [not page 46 as given in Index Kewensis and IPNI]) the name published is in fact Agave candelabrum Tod., which is probably a synonym of Agave cantala (Haw.) Roxb. ex Salm-Dyck (see Gentry, 1982) . Aloe candelabrum A.Berger is therefore legitimate (Figueiredo & Smith, 2012) . Bradleya 34/2016 Reference by Jacobsen (1986: 150) to "Aloe candelabrum Engl. & Drude" is incorrect as these authors did not actually publish a later homonym of Aloe candelabrum A. Berger (1906: 246) . Rather, Engler & Drude (1908: 415, Fig. 353 
Description
Solitary, arborescent plant up to 2-4m high. Stem simple, erect, 2-4(-8)m high, densely covered with persistent, down-curved, dried leaves. Leaves densely rosulate, spreading to recurved, dull green to glaucous, without spots, surfaces smooth, lanceolate-ensiform, ± 100cm long, 15cm wide at base, lower surface with few spines in median line near apex, occasionally with few scattered spines; margin reddish, cartilaginous, with pungent, reddish to brownish red, deltoid teeth, ± 3mm long, 15-20mm apart; exudate honey coloured. Inflorescence usually single, ± 1m high, erect, 5-to 12-branched from below middle, branches erect. Peduncle stout, somewhat sulcate, compressed low down; with several sterile bracts below racemes. Racemes cylindric, slightly acuminate, 50-80cm long, ± 10cm wide, terminal raceme often the longest, presenting higher than lateral racemes, very dense; buds horizontal, flowers horizontal or nodding when open. Floral bracts ovate-deltoid, ± 10mm long, ± 5mm wide, white, thin, scarious, 5-to 7-nerved. Pedicels 6mm long. Flowers: perianth scarlet, sometimes rose-pink or orange, with white or pale segment tips, ± 32 mm long, ± 5mm across ovary, widening above ovary to ± 8mm towards slightly upturned mouth, Photograph: Geoff Nichols.
clavate-cylindric, slightly ventricose; outer segments free for 16-22mm, tips spreading to slightly flared; stamens with filiform-flattened filaments, included part lemon, exserted part deep orange to purplish, exserted 20mm; ovary 6mm long, 3mm diameter, green; style with included portion lemon, exserted portion yellow, exserted 20mm.
Chromosome number: 2n = 14 (Vosa, 1982) . Flowering time: Mid-winter (June-July; Southern Hemisphere).
Additional specimens examined

